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NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
1849 C So-«t. N.W.

Washington. D.c. 20240
... aULY auu "TO:

H4215(2255)

Re: 306 Bowery, New York, NY
Project Number:
Taxpayer's Identificatjon Number

Dear

My review of your appeal of the decision by Technical Presenlation Services, National Park
Service! den)ling certification of the rehabilitation of the propert)' cited above is concluded. The
appeal was initiated and conducted in accordance with Department of the Interior regulations (36
CFR Part 67) governing certifications for Federal income tax incentives for historic preservation
as specified in the Internal Revenue Code. I wish to thank )'our representative,

" for meeting with me in Washington on July 27, 2005! and for providing a detailed
account of your project.

After reviewing the complete record for )'our project, incJudjng the additiona1 jnfonnation
provjded \\'ith ,'s letters dated August 30 and September 19,2005, I have detennjned
that the rehabilitatjon of 306 Bowery is not consjstent wjth the historjc character of the property
and the hjstoric djstrict jn whjch the property js located, and that the project does not meet
Standard 2 of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabjljtatjon. Therefore, the denja1
issued on May) ), 2005, by Technjca] Preservatjon Servjces is hereby affinned.

Constructed in ) 8) 9 for residential use, the Federal style building at 306 Bowery is 3lf2 stories
plus a basement. The foundations and basement walls are granite, exterior walls above grade are
brick, and the interior is wood-framed. In 1876, the ground floor and basement were converted
to commercial space, and a cast-iron storefront was inStalled at street level. Also at that time a
24-foot-deep 2-story addition was constructed on the rear of the original structure. The building
at 306 Bowery is part of the NoHo East Historic District, an historic district listed in the National
Register of Historic Places. On February) 8,2005, the National Park Service certified the
property as contributing to significance of the district.
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Your rehabilitation of 306 Bowef)' inc luded installing a new storefront, extending the ceJJar,
building a one-story addition on the rear, replacing the continuous ground floor with a partial
floor, and modifying the plumbing and other engineered systems as needed for the propeny's
continued use. DeniaJ of certification by Technical Presef\'ation Services focused on the new
storefront and the removal and partial replacement of the ground floor.

With respect to the new storefront, Technical Preservation Services found that, with the
information then available, Technical Preservation Services could not fully evaluate the new
storefront treatment. Documentation provided by . during my consideration of your

appeal demonstrated that little historic storefront fabric-was extant at the commencement of your
project and that significant historic storefront components such as the arched lintel and cast-iron
columns were retained during your rehabilitation. After reviewing the information available for
this aspect of your project, I find that the new storefront treatment is consistent with the overall
historic character of the property and meets the relevant Standards to an acceptable degree,
particularly Standard 9, which states that "[n]ew additions, exterior alterations, or related new
construction will not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that
characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and wi)) be
compatible with the historic materials, features~ size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect
the integrity of the property and its environment."

However, wjth respect to the ground floor, I agree with Technical Preservation Service's decision
that removal and partial replacement of the ground floor causes your project to fail Standard 2,
which states that "[t]he historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The
removal of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that
characterize a property will be avojded."

At the commencement of your project, the historic ground floor ran uninterrupted from Bowery
to the rear of the buiJding. During your rehabiJitation, the ground floor was removed entireJy and
repJaced by sections of floor at the front and rear and a steeJ catwaJk bridging a new opening into
the basement. I agree with the previous National Park Service decision that this change to the
ground floor has compromised the historic character of the property to an unacceptable degree.
Nineteenth-century New York rowhouses, incJuding the buiJding at 306 Bowery, typically are
relativeJy simpJe buiJdings comprised of just a few eJements: masonry walls, street facades with
openings in a reguJar pattern and modest ornament, and floors at all Jevels that extended from
front to rear. A noncontinuous floor is uncharacteristic of this historic buiJding type and for this
particuJar property. WhiJe I understand that portions of ground floor were significantly
deteriorated and that the Jow ceiJing heights presented reuse challenges, a rehabilitation of this
interior space couJd have been achieved without radically reconfiguring the ground floor.
Unfortunately, I find that this is not the case in your rehabiJitation of 306 Bowery, and I see no
practicaJ modification that might now bring the project into conformance with the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards.
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As Department of the Interjor regu]atjons state, my decisjon is the final admjnjstrative decision
regardjng rehabj]jtatjon certjficatjon. A copy ofthjs decjsjon wj)) be provjded to the Internal
Revenue Servjce. Questjons concemjng specjfic tax consequences ofthjs decjsjon or
jnterpretatjons of the Internal Revenue Code should be addressed to the appropriate office of the
Internal Revenue Servjce.

Sincere;' ,

cc:
-SHPO-NY

IRS


